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Letler from Missinsippl.

To the Editor of the New Natioual Era :

Those of us in the South are grieving to
see 80 much contention between our Repub-
lican friends and the dear old leaders of our
great party ai the North. We have rend
eamnestly the discussions between the New
York Tritwne, Huarper's Weekly, The Golden
Age, the NEw NaTioXAL Era, and the In-
dependent during the past year as to the best
candidate for the next Presidency. And we
cannot conceal the fact that the waters are
troubled, and that there may be breakers
ahend. In scveral letters from leading men
in the North, and from members of Congress
representing Southern States, we were, and
are even now, asked: “How stands your
State on the Presidency?” There is no doubt
of Mississippi being thoroughly Republican,
and supporting the Philadelphia nomination,
whoever it may be. But we are forced to
ask the question, why this division? The
name of Charles Smmner is dear to our heart
of hearts, and we would prefer to sacrifice
any other in the party than him. Cannot
something be done to unite the leading men¥
of the party? Schwrz, though having done
great good for freedom during and since the
war, we feel like condenming for his course
in the last Missouri campaign. But Sumner,
Greeley, Fenton, and those who signed the
New York pronunciamento, and others of
lesser lights, we cerlainly cannot afford to
lose. Grant has a strong hold on the Repub-
licans of this State on account of his victories
here ; but the State would go for the party if
another were to receive the nomination, We
do not mean to mite in the clamor of de-
nouncing Grant. He has certainly fulfilled
his promises, especially those made to us, but
do these entitle him to renomination at the
risk of dividing the dear old party? Would
not Ben Wade, Senator Morton, Heory Wil-
son, Geo. 8. Boutwell, Schuyler Colfax, ex-
Governor Claflin, ex-Governor Hawley, or
any of a dozen other old leaders of the party
unite it and make it formidable for the next
Presidential campaign? We would have
named Charles Sunmer in the above list, but
he is s0 prominent in the opposition fight that
we know he would not unite the party. Why

persist in nominating Grant? We are not
crossing such a rapid stream that another
could not take us safely across.

The Independent talks of reading Greeley
and others out of the Republican party if they
indorse the Cincinnati Convention. We are
not much of a disciple of Greeley, but if we
are quick in reading some of the founders of
the party out of it, we had better take care
that we don’t read the party itself out of ex-
istence. A remark Mr. Tilton made in last
week’s Golden Age seems to have some weight,
viz: 1f some other good, reliable, strong, and
well-known Republican than Grant could be
spoken of for the tion at Philadelphia,
the Cincinnati Convention would disband be-
fore it meets. 1If something could be done,
without sacrificing one iota of the principles
of the party, to unite it, andhave al! the dear
old leaders clasp hands and work shoulder to
shoulder during the Presidentinl campaign,
we would give the Democratic party ils cer-
tain death-blow, and send it hurling down the
stream of oblivion. But so long as there is
division among our leaders, we will be by our
own acts infusing new life into its decaying
carcass.

When Lincoln was renominated we were
in the midst of a terrible war, and it was not
safe to change hands at the helm; but now
we are at peace, and almost any one of a
dozen of the old leaders of the party could
carry on the good work now in progress. Do
not understand us as being opposed to Grarit.
Our ounly fearis, that the party may be divided
by insisting upon his renomination, while
another may unite it. We have too much at
stake to see division in our ranks, and all we
ask is, for some measure to unite all the dif-
fering elements, Mississippi may be depended
upon, however, for the nominee.

In our last we were rejoicing over the pass-
age of our civil rights bill. But while in the
clerk’s hands in the Senate, after its passage,
and just before going to the Governor for his
signature, some contemptible scoundrel stole
it, and nothing can be found of it. Mr. Carter,
of this county, the originator and the prime
maoverof the bill, introduced another a week or
ten days ago, got it through the Iouse, but in
the excitement of the closing hours of the
Senate it failed to receive support and was
defeated,

So we ghall have to bear insults and con-
tempt another year. At the next session,
however, another bill will surely be presented,
and our friends will watch it more closely.
When we wrote to you of the bill abolishing
Alcorn University, we were informed by one
of our representatives of its passage through
the House, and that it would certainly pass
the Senate ; but it did not succeed. It failed
in the Sennte, and the University still exists,

C,

WasHINGTON, April 21, 1872,
To the Editor of the New National Era :

In your last issue, under your caveat
alleging that you do not hold yoursell re-
sponsible for the views expressed by corre-
spondents, but that you gladly receive all well
written and interesting communications, I no-
tice a letter from D. A. 8., which is one of the
most malicious and gr t slanders against
a most honorable and worthy gentlemon
which can be conceived.

This writer begms his article by giving a
very learned and profound definition of the
word “caste,” including its etymology, his-
tory, and present signification, and then pro-
ceeds to condemn all caste as * degraded,”
* loathsome,” and * mongrel.” These epis-
tles, when applied to that caste which is
founded upon the color of the skin, are emi-
nently proper. I will not allow any one to

a kind of easte which I favor,
must exist with all cultivated and
enlightened people. T believe in that caste
which is based upon intelligence and mo-
rality. T believe in the superiority of educa-
tion over ignorance, of honesty over corrup-
tion, of cultivation and refinement over rude-
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ness and Darbarism; and 1 can have no
respect for him who disregards such distine-
tion,

But it is not my present purpose to dis-
prove your correspondent’s faulty philosophy
on caste. It is only by a simple statement
of truth that I hope to repel the imputation
of an unworthy prejudice which . A. 8.
seeks, by an egregious misrepresentation of
facts, to fix upon an eminent colored citizen
of acknowledged ability, education, and re-
finement.

brand its author with the stamp of slander.
If the author was not personally cognizant
of the facts, but has made the statement upon
the assertion of others who have misinformed
him, he is still eulpable, and should at least
retract.
credence to idle rumor, and then add confir-
mation and currency to it by publishing it as
fact. When a gentleman's reputation may
be affected thereby, it is not suflicient that
the author hide himself’ behind so paltry a
defense as “1 was told it was s0." Te
should know whercol he speaks,

While D. A. 8. did not name the individual
whom he aseailed, yet his description was
suficiently definite to make it clear 1o most,
if not to all, to whom he referred. But, in
order that I may not be charged with giving
the insult greater publivity and delinitencss
in my vindication than it originally had, 1

will be equally impersonal. The facts, as I

shall state them, are not gleaned from any
mediate or hearsay evidence, but are derived
from personal knowledge. In addition, I

may say that I know the motives which ne-
tuated the gentleman in his conduct, (so far
as it 18 ever possible for one person to under-
stand the motives of another.) Dut what
are the grounds for this invective of D, A.
8.—which it is not the fault-of his intention
if they do not rival the Phillippics of Demos-
thenes. Let us see.

This gentleman, while sojourning in this
city, attended one of our largest and finest

white churches. This church disavows all

prejudice or discrimination on  aeeount of
color, and, consequently, it is largely at-
tended by colored people. DBut this gentle-
man soon observed (what must be perceived
by any one on entering that church) that

colored persons seemed always excluded

from the more prominent portions of the

church, and were invariably confined to the

last three or four rows of seats. Beyond a

certain point no negroes were permitted to

penetrate. The reason assigned for this was

that the others were rented pews. But this

gentleman did not like thiz ** black belt,”

which gave every appearance of proscription,

and, in order to test the validity of the ex-

cuse and the sincerity of the profession of
unprejudiced sentiments on the part of the

church, made application to renta pew. The

pew assigned was adjacent to this proscribed

section, however, and, therefore, the question

which he had attempted tosolve was still dubi-

ous and unseitled, although it was said that

that was the best pew then unoccupied. Nor

didd subsequent events tend to remove the sus-

picion that the old negro hate still lived and

lingered in that sanctuary. Rented pews had

hitherto been regarded as inviolable, iff not

by white, at least by coloved, visitors, The

sextons had been assiduous in the mainte-

nance of this rule. But upon entering this

gentleman invariably found his pew partially

occupied, He cheerfully submitted to this,

however, having no objection to allowing vis-

itors to share his pew when there were not

enough of his own family or friends to fill it.

On one occasion when he required the entire

pew he was obliged politely to request some

persons to vacate it. But he soon observed

that only colored and no'white visitors were

ever put into his pew; while that, if' white

persous were, certainly no colored persons

were ever placed in any white man’s pew.

This became so apparent that he decided to
mention it to the pastor. e told the pastor
plainly that there appeared to be a decided
exhibition of prejudice notwithstanding their
professions of Hepublicanism. He said he
was not ungenerous. He would willingly
share his pew, when convenient, to strangers,
whether white or black. But he objecled to
any system of proscription. Justice required
that he should be put upon the same footing
with other pew-holders. He declared that
no discrimination should be made in the se-
lection of the strangers who were placed in
his pew ; that a white man should be placed
there as readily as a colored one, And he
demanded, further, as & requirement of jus-
tice, that colored people should alse be placed
in white people’s pews., The minister claimed
to be ignorant of the custom, but said that
every pew-holder had a right to object to any
one coming into his pew, and that if mem-
bers refused to allow eolored persons in their
pews he had no power to compel them to do
s,  He would, however, he said, on the sue-
ceeding Sabbath, publicly request those who
objected to receiving strangers in their pews
te leave o note to that effect in them, and
that he would then specially instruct the
sextons to place strangers, regardless of color,
in the pews of all those who did not thus
object.

In compliance with his promise the pastor
did make the announcement. Aud this is
the ** rebuke ** our friend received, as D. A.
8. alleges. Why, so far from being a rebuke,
it was a furtherance on the part of the pas-
tor of the gentleman's endeavors to break
down the unholy prejudice ! DBut it is need-
less to comment further, The fiets speak for
themselves, and no one who has the true ju-
terests of the colored race at heart can utter
one syllable of reproach; but, on the other
hand, must commend and give thanks to the
gentleman for his bold and righteous asser-
tion of equal rights, This gentleman, so far
from ** deserting his race when needed and
rushing to ease and luxury,” has periled his
life in laboring for the interests of his race
and the Republican party fn the very heart
of the Ku-Klux district in the most dangerous
times. The letter of D. A, 8. isa poor re-
turn for such heroic and sacrificing conduct.
Indeed D. A. 8. would seem to have a mania
for rushing into print with onslaughts upon
somebody. It makes no difference how un-
just the eriticism so long as it affords him
an opportunity to appear in print. In con-
clusion, let me hope that in the future D, A,
8., in his anxious zeal to find something to
write ahout, will not allow his passion Lo
override his reason. OSCAR.

————

A National Scheel.

WasaiNaToN, D. C., April 20, 1872,
To the Editor of the New National Era :

A national school, in which all the branches
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If this misrepresentation was |
willful, it was most malignant, and ought to |

A man may not blamelessly give |

is to-day the dupe of designing hnow-noth-
ings, and the cat’s paw for drawing money
from the Government chest to make rich men

go frenzy at the idea of equality—is the great
need of this Repubbe.
than true that our schools, like our publie
oflices, are too often occupied by unfit per-
sons.  Men and women entirely unknown,
who, from their obscurity, seek light among
the sable sons and daughters of our people.
What an anomaly! Not entirely so, since
feline like, their dilated pupils can find sufli-
cient light in a corner, and much more so
upon a kitl, to enable them to plunder. I
have found, through personal experience,
that the greatest curse which can [all
upon  an  institution  of  learning, to
conneel it with politics, and thus sacrifice
its pupils by hecatombs to the avarice
of demagogues, whose constant tune is no
‘“longer pipe, no longer dance.” We can
lay our finger upon such an institution which
is 0 whited sepulehre and full of dead men’s
hones,  In it, there are not six living, loving
teachers of the race of the people who are m
the majority within its walls. To-day there
is no lomger pipe (a grant from Congress,)
and oh, to what an awful dance is the negro
treated!  In mid winter no fire, and in the
face of extravagant bills for fuel, students are
told i’ they want heat, earry the water them-
selves to the boiler, Two of their best teach-
ere removed—one hecause she is too funiliar
with the colored people, and for this reason
is snubbed by her white associate teachers,
at meals, and at all times—another because
he is said to be incompetent to teach coloved
people although fully competent to teach
white, meaning he is too learned. 1 ean
back this up by afidavit. 1 know I ask you
a great deal to believe all this, but it is all
true, and if’ placed upon the Tist of investign-
tioms, much will be found rotten in Denmark.

Pardon me for my digression. A national
sehool, built upon the granite basis of equality,
is doubtless one of our great needs.  One de-
signed for the education of our composite
nationality. We are among the nations of
the earth a singularly great nation, heing
comprised nearly of all others. This makes
our need great and diversified, A national
school should be one fitted to meet all the
wants of human civilization. In such, not
only the general branches of education would
be taught, but all the professions, arts, and
sciences, trades, and a systematic knowledge
of every human occeupation practiced among
civilized nations. It is the interval between
the graduation at college and the entering
some other seminary, for the profession, or
the workshop for the trade, that causes us to
have so many young men of no position, ob-
Jject, or pursuit. Let us illustrate. A school
in which the seven-year boy or girl may enter
to receive a liberal education orstudy classics,
mathematics, and the living languages, and
at the close of this, have the opportunity to
receive, within the same walls, further in-
structions in whatever pursuit he or she may
select. We will begin at the lowest order of
things so-called. If to be a washwoman,
a proper knowledge of the action of the sun
in bleaching certain things placed under its
influence. If to be a cook, as almost all
women are in some degree, then a proper
knowledge of all that pertain to culinary sei-
ence—neatnéss, cleanliness, and order, never
excluded. And so ou in this line. Now as to
men. Let the school be such, that (to be
short) whatever you desire to leam, you can
he instrueted in, where those who have had
to do with your carly training, can best im-
part to you. Let manufactories of every de-
seription stud its hroad acres; let there be
fields for the applieation of agricultural
knowledge ; schools of politics—in short, a
nation within itself.  What a source of great
riches such an institution would be to a coun-
try, can only be understood by practical ef-
forts of the same. Persons having such an
institution would no longer have to spend six
years in the outside world to know of the
things of practical utility. There would be
no monotonous, book-worms, and the Hebrew
scholar and nothing else; but instend we should
have the farnier—a compound—knowing his
Greek rools and his potato roets with like
efficiency. At some other time I will con-
tinue my views on this subject.

is

JUSTITIA,
——
Concerning Life and Death.

By the kindness of a friend we have lieen
allowed to compare the statistics of the *‘life
amd death rate of Europe and America,” and
we find great cause for congratulation that
our ot has heen cast in o fortunate a coun-
try as America,  From these tables we learn
that the number of deaths in Europe each
yearis one out of c\’er{ forty-two inhabitants,
or two and thirty-eizht one hundredths per
cent. 3 while in the United States there is but
one death in every eighty-one inhabitants,
or one and twenty-three one hindredths per
cent. The most populous of the European
nations have the death rate as follows :

Inhabitants,

England,...............1 death to every 40
Denmark. . .1 death to every 45
Belgium. .. .1 death to every 43
Norway and Sweden., . ..1 death to every 41
Austiideeescvennanaan..l death to every 40
Prossisi....oieeesaeneas. 1 death to every 39
France.................1 death to every 32

We feel somewhat gorry to find that Ar-
kansas, of all the States, has the highest
death rate.  We do not doubt but what the
eareless food, elothing, habits, and above all
the quality of drinking water, has more to do
with this fact thay the geological situation of
the State.  When our peopie learn that hard
impure drinking water is a prolific cause of
chills and fever, they will be careful to have
pure soft water. But to return to the tables,
We learn that the annual deaths in Arkan-
sns ave one Lo every forty-nine, while in Ore-
gon there is but one death in every two hun-
dred persons. We give the following table
as illustrating the death rates in different
States :
New England States.........cee0..lin 68
Middle States..coveveanrnrinsesssad in B8
Southern States...coieeeeiiiennen..lin 70
Western States...coviveisenancana.lin 8]
Northwestern States.oeevvinnin...lin 120
Paciflc Btates. .o vovssvvensene.aa,lin 115
Atlantic States, , .
Gulf Btates..oovean..
Mississippi Valley States.......c...lin 80

1t is generally supposed that in the older
nations of Europe they live longer than in
America, but these tables prove very differ-
ently, unless, indeed, we except the very few
rich classes of the old werld, who are raised
above the want of poverty. Itis possible our

and women whose hearts are strangers to
the elevation of an oppressed race, and who |

It is no less singular |

snssssssnnswnsl Hi 63 that

R. M. Duell, of New York. in the
House of Representatives, Aprid
13, INT2,

|  Amervican Industry Should be Protected,

| Mr. Drenn commenced his remarks by |

American people in favor of protection to
their own industry, and to the ruinous eonse-
quences to the business of the country by con-
[Minually tampering with and unsettling the

duty on imports, and then said :

There are unmistakable indications, how-
ever, not only on the foor of this Iouse, but
in the leading free trade newspapers of the
country, that an effort s to be made in this
Congress, under the pretense of revenue re-
form, to overthrow our protective policy, and
to build upon its ruing o system of free trade,
which will bring the American Tnborer, and all
the industrial interests of the country into
competition with the eheap labor, sreat mun-
ulpeturing establishments, and enormous eap-
ital of Burope, The encmies of the protee-
tive policy commenced theiropertions at the
last session of Congress by a ferocions on-
slaught upon the duty gn salt and bitumi

- - : s
| of education are taught, within whose walls  Extracts from the Speech of Hon. | price,) when behold the price fell to thiee | are 1
no demagogues lurch or false syrens sing, |
| whose teachers are efficient and loving, above

| all, genuine friends of the negro race, which
1

dollars!  Whose theory did this establish ?
| Aceording to the theory of free trade, here
wis a result perfectly mysterious and unie-
countable. On the principles of protection
| the thing was perfectly plain.
| the duty impesed secured a market to the
American manufacturers of glass, they wint

brietly referring 1o the sentiment of the | 1o work with all their foree, each seeking his |

own profit and all free 1o make
| they eould, when the astonishi

il ng power of
competition soon effeeted this great reduction
in price,

n 1844 the duty on Englizh common bar

policy of the Govermmeny in regard to the | il'_i mowas twenty-five dollars per ton or sixy-
cight per cent,, ad its price was then #61.83 |

per ton. The price, less the duty, would
leave 236.63 as the cost of producing a ton
of iron.  In 1846 the duty was lowered to
thirty per cent., and in 1857 to twenty-four
per cent.  Aceording to the free trade theory
the result of this reduction of the tarifl should
have been to reduce the price of iron just to
the extent of the decrease in doty. But the
fact is quite different, as the foliowing com-
parison will prove : in 1844, as we have secn,
the duty on English bar iron was tweniy-
five dollars a ton, and the prime cost was
836,83, In 1846 the duty was reduced to
thirty per cent., or more than onc-half, which
Wis uquulnto n,d.tlnty of §10.42 per ton, instemd

coal, and have ever since heen employved in a
zealous ad systemalic effort to poison the
public mind against all duties which discrim-
inate in Lwvor of American industry.

Three times at least in the Inst sixty years
have they suceeeded indestroying a protective
tarill which had revived our trade and com-
merce, created a demand for labor, and re-
stored general prosperity to the country ; and
cach time has this victory o' British eapital-
ists hrought ruin to our industry.,  And what
was gained to the people of the United States
by this ruinous policy ¥ Could we buy foreign
goods cheaper? IL is troe thal for a short
time  our DBritish rivals solil their fabries
cheaper than we could make them 3 but when
they had broken down all competition here by
underselling our manutactures, and had s
got eontrol of our market, they at onee put
their gomds up to a higher price than ithe
American article had ever been, and thus
compensated themselves for the saerilice it
haul eost them o destroy our manulaclures,
This has been the unvarying result of the
policy of free trade in the past, and it will he
the result in the future i we adopt that policy
now.

It does not matter to the pdvocates of free
tradde that under our present system of dis-
eriminating in favor of American industry,
trade is prosperous, that manufictures are
tlourishing, and that labor is in demand and
commands an adequate reward. It does not
matter to them that we have a home market,
created by our manufacturing interests, for
450,000,000 of our agvicultural products at
remunerative prices. It does not matter to
them that the progress of the country since
the adoption of the present policy eleven
years ago has been more rapid in spite of the
war than during any other period in our
history. It does not matter to them that we
have been enabled to pay the great burdens
of taxations which that war inposed upon us,
and to extinguish our national debt at a rute
unprecedented in the history of the world, or
that the people are contented, prosperons,
and happy. All these facts seem to weigh
nothing with the men who are bent on this new
free trade and anti-American  experiment.
They have resolved to force it upen the
country at whatever risk to its wellare and
however destruetive it may he to the interests
of our workingmen. 1 warn them here and
now that for all thi= they will soouer or later
be hrought into judgment by the people.

WHAT IS FREE TRADE?

Absolute free trade in its real sense - which
is the ultimate aimof all opponents to Ameri-
can industry- ans arepenl of duties upon
every class of foreizn hnports, the abolition
of our custom-house system, and the opening
of our ports to the introduction of the pro-
duets of all nations without fee or charge of
any kind, This policy would bring the enor-
mons capital and cheap labor of Europe in
direct competition with our own industry, and
result in the entire destruction of our manu-
factaring interests, whether of iron, wool or
cotton, By this overthrow of our manufic-
tures, two million workingmen now profitally
employed in them would be thrown out of
employment, and the ten million five hundred
thousand people now supported by their labor
deprived of the means of subsistence or com-
pelled to accept European pauper-lahor wages,
In ten years there would not he a furnace,
rolling-mill, eotton or woolen factory, or any
other but the simplest kind of manutictories
in existence in all the land.  With labor at a
third the price it commands in the United
States, amd the control of the vast eapital
which long years of protection has enabled
them to accumulate, English, French, and
Germun manufaeturers could undersell our
own to such an extent as to drive them even
from their own market, and, much more, from
those of foreign nations, where we are just he-
giuning to gain a fotheld. T ean scarcely
imagine a greater ealamity possible to our
country generally, and especially to those en-
gaged i our various manufactures, and sup-
porting at least one-fourth of our whole popiu-
lation, than the consequences which would
inevitably follow the establishient of free
trade as the settled policy of the country,

DIFFERENCE RETWEEN PROTECTION
FREE TRADE,

The relative influence of protection and free
trade upon the industry of the country may
be summed up in a few wonds,  The elfect of
protection is to stimulate industry and lead
to prosperity ; of free teade, 1o ruin most of
the great interests of the comtry,  The mis-
sion of the one is to build up, of the other to
break down. Prolection ercates a demand
for lubor and secnres it an adequate reward ;
free trade is designed (o lessen that demand
and diminish the price of w + Protection
opens  mines, ercets furnaces, establishes
founderies, starts cotton mills, and gives em-
ployment o thousands ; free trade shuts up
the mines, puts out the fires in the fumaces, si-
lences the trip-hammers, arvests the spindles,
and drives the thousands either into less
profitable pursuits or deprives them altogether
of labor,  Protection erestes home markets,
and free trade destroys them.  Protection se-
cures andl increases industry ; firee trade di-
minishes it.  Protection secures good wages ;
free trude makes them cheap.  Protection
leads to individual and niational self-relinnes
and independence ; free trade makes us de-
pendent as individuals and s nation upon
other nations,

HOW THE TARIFF AFFECTS PRICES,

The strongest and almost the ouly aren-
ment used by free trude theorists against o
protective tariff is the nllegation that it in-
creases the price of every urticle upon which
it is levied just to the extent of such tarift, I
concede this to be true in respect to all arti-
cles not produced in this country, such as tes,
cofliee, spices, and the like; but I deny the
assertion when applied to such articles as are
suceessfully produced here.  According to the
free trade theory, if the tarit on broadeloth
be two dollars a yard, it makes every yard of
broadeloth manutactured in the United States
of the same quality ‘iu:si two dollars dearer
than it would be otherwise. This, they al-
lege, is the tax which the American consumer
is compelled to pay to American manufactur-
ers for their sole benefit.  Every man’s come-
mon sense will tell him that this whole theory
the consumer and not the foreign im-
porter pays this duty on foreign by is
unsound and false. 1 might adduce a thou-
sand examples to show the practical truth of
the doetrine 1 mnintain, for it can be demon=
strated by the history of almost any article
that we are able to make, and which has been

AND
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increased health arises from the excess of
carbon in the atmosphere, and perhaps, also,
an abundance of food, But whatever may be
the cnuse, it is certain that in the matter of

the older nations of Europe.

longevity America is far superior to any of | 1842,

protected by an quate duty.

I will refer to a few exmnples, DBefore the
manufacture of window-glass was protected
1t cost the consumer twelve dollars a box. A
heayy duty was laul upon it by the taritf' of
(which, nceording to the free trade
theory, ought largely o have increased its

of twenty ®. The price ol iron owmzht,
therefore, to have gone down to $26.41 or to
#306,53, less the 810,42 duty, if’ the free traders
are right in their theories. But instead of
this the cost of production actually increased
:u #54.50 per ton, an advance of #17.97 per
o,

The article of lead furnishes another stiik-
ing instance of the absolute fallacy of the
free trade doctrine. The duty npon lead in
1545, under the tarifl’ of 1842, was three dol-
lars per_one hundred pounds, and the price
in the New York wurket during that year
was 83,374 per one hundred pounds.  If gon-
tlemen are right, the price of lead shoulid
have been only thirty-seven and a half cents
per one hundred pounds, less than four mills
per pound. DBut when this duty of three
dollars was removed and a revenue duty of
twenty per cent., or seven and a half cents
per one hundred pounds, placed on it, the
price, so far fromgoing pown to thirty-seven
and a halfl cents with this duty of seven aukl
a half cents added, absolutely rose between
1847 and 1857, to an average of £5.67 per
one umdred pounds.  In other words, when
the duty was reduced to one-fortieth of the
former rate, the price nearly doubled.

I will give auother instauce of a more re-
cent date, and of a still more striking char-
acter. Tt is the history of three yenrs® expe-
rience in the manufacture of steel railroad
bars. 1In 18G4 the first steel rails were im-
ported into the United States. They were
sold to our railroad companies that year for
a price beginning with §164 per ton, and
gradually decreasing to 8135, The manufhe-
ture of steel rails was begun in the United
States in 1867, The foreign rails at once
went to 8115 and then to $L10 per ton. In
April, 1870, the price was reduced to #72 per
ton, a decrease and saving to railrond com-
panies of more than seventy-tive dollars per
ton, the result of protection to American
steel manuficturers, and the competition it
gave them the means of making with the
English manufacturers.

As further proof in support of my position,
1 present the following table firnished to
Hon. David A. Wells by A. T. Stewart, of
New York, both free traders, showing the
prices of certain articles under the low taritt
of 1860 and the tarift of 1869, It was made,
it will be seen, for the year 1569, but all the
articles named are as cheap ns they were
then, and some of them cheaper :

1860, 186G,
Cadet cloths,

Government

standard ... . .82 75 83 23
Iurris [ Ed. ] cas-

simeres, 14 |

OUNCEeS wueea .o 1 3TH(E] 50 1 750082 OO
Cotton warp

cloths, Idoz.. 1 00 (@ 1 25 175
All-wool eloths,

14 0% ienisses 1 50 275
Middle sackings. 1 10 125
Middlesex  doe-

SKIDA vueeens 1 0D 115
Middlese x

shawlso e oues 7 00 700
Middlese x

heavers...... 3 75 4'25
Middlesex opera

flannels...... 47} o
Browdbrook eas-

simeres...... 1 62@ 1 75 1 75
Broadbrook hea-

27 300

meres, 8 to 9

OURCeS.  vawes 1 120 1 25 1 2500 1 36}
Gilenham  repel-

hots ........ 110@ 115 12
Glenham  sack-

ings . oivueeaa 105 115

River fan-

cies, 11 to 12

OUNEES + veveee W 1 0D 110
Royalston cassi-

meres,  aver-

AOensvananss 1 OTH 125
Fitchburg cassi-

meres, aver-

BECses snsanss 10TH 2 25

Keeping in mind the fact that these prices
are gold in 1860, and greenbacks in 1869,
when gold was at a premium of thirty per
cent., and reducing greenbacks to gold, it
will be seen that the prices, with a taritt duty
upon the articles enumerated of lifty per
cent., are actually less than those of the frec
tradde year of 1860, -

I will give still another illustration. For
instance, the import duties on butter imported
from Canada in 1870 amounted to #163,500
in golil. Before selling it the Canadian famer
was compelled to go to our custom-house at
Detroit, or Oswego, or Portland, and pay to
the collector five cents a pound duty. ~He
then sells it, say, for thirty cents a pound, the
same price our own fanmers are receiving for
butter, When the Canadian furmer reached
home he had just five cents a pound less for
all the butter he sold than the American
farmer had who went to the smne market the
swme day. Did the consumer pay that five
cents a pound, or the Canadian farmer from
whom the collector exacted it ¢

PROTECTION TO AGRICULTURISTS,

As the American farmer belongs to the most
numerous industrial class of our people, the
advocates of free trade have directed their ef-
forts to arousing his prejudices and organizing
his opposition to the doctrine of protection to
Ameriean labor. In their labors to accom-
plish this p se¢ they deny that there is any
protection afforded by the laws of the country
to our agricultural products. The following
table will show the duty imposed by the pres-
ent tarifl’ upon some of the leading agricul-
tural products :

Wheat, 20 cents per bushel ; corn, 10 cents

or bushel; butter and cheese, 23 per cent. §
iy, 8 per ton ; live stock, 20 per cent. ; po-
tatoes, 25 centz per bushel; wool, 10 cents
per pound and 11 per cent. ad ealorem ; onts,
10 cents per bushel. : ;

But the American farmer is benefited by
protective tarilt in another way. The besy
customers of the farmer are those industrial
centers which our taritl laws have started into
life. As the workmen employed in these fac-
tories and workshops receive by the operation
of the tarilf higher wages they can afiord to
pay, and do pay to the farmer, much higher
prices for his produce than he would other-
wise secure, and besides are larger purchasers
from him, 1f we compare the prices of farm
produce al our manufacturing or mining towns
and the l:jimmtlt.ieu cons by workmen and
their families with the prices and quantities of
similar places in England, it will be found that
the American farmer is 'lu-gely benetited by
the tariif.  The home market is the best mar-
ket, as every farmer well understands.

In the face of the fact that since the present
tarifl was enncted the people of the United
States have enjoyed a season of prosperity
unparalleled in the history of the country we

| abandoning the system which produced
| Why is this demand made ¢

intere
As soon as | of foreign goods, who desire to get the control | lars, amd ns a barre]l of salt contains two

10w asked to imperil that prosperity by
it.
Do the people
: answer, no! It is made in the
&t ol foreign enpital and the importers

demand it? 1

of the American market without paying any-
thing for the privilege. To get this market
the protective feature of the present tariff

and sell it as | must be stricken down, our manufactures de-

stroyed, and our mechanics and our working-
men must all turn agriculturists.  The conse-
fuence would be to increase our agricultural
productions, and by the same operation to
diminish demand; by one grand stroke of
policy to multiply producers and reduce con-
sumers,  And what must be the consequence
of that? Prices of agricultural produce of
every kind must full, and with prices wages,

Mr. DUELL preceeds to illustrate this posi-
tion by n reference to the disastrous influence
of free trade upon the price of labor in this
undd other countries, and then continues :

I trust the time is far distant when the
workingmen of thiz country shall be forced to
work for the low wages received by European
laborers. 1 do not desire to see pauperism
and crime stalking about through our land as
in forcign countries, * * & 4
blow struck at the protective policy of this
country, is a blow at American !nhnr, a mat-
ter well understood by our intelligent me-
chanics and laborers, aud hence they pour in
upon us their earnest petitions remoustrating
against a change in this policy.

1t is said that if’ protecticn is extended to
any particular branch of business it thereby
creates a **monopoly,” The advocates of
free teade forget that'it is labor which we nim
to protect. The channels of labor and trude
are open to all, and there is no such thing as
an industrial monopoly in the United States,
The success of one man stimulates others to
embark in the same industry, and eyery ad-
ditional fuctory, fiurnace, or workshop in-
creases the demand for ]ai:m', while competi-
tion keeps prices within reasonable bounds.

Mr. Speaker, it is a fact which cannot e
denied that when our workingmen find steady
employment, with good wages, the whole
country is prosperous, The farmer finds a
ready market for the produce of his farm, the
trade of the merchant is profitable and brisk,
and professional men are promptly paid for
their services, In prosperous times house-
building and other improvements are required
and our builders, earpenters, bﬁckla}'em'mni
other trades find quick and profitable employ-
ment.  But let am depression come, as it
will with the repeal of those laws protecting
the industrial interests of the country, and
how suddenly the demand for this class of
labor slackens, and followed also by the
diminution of the wages of labor.

BALT,

1 ask the indulgence of the House, Mr.
Speaker, while 1 present some reasons why
the present duty on foreign salt should not be
reduced. A portion of my constituents are
manuficturers of salt; they ﬁﬂ\m invested their
capital in the enterprise ; the business gives
emyloyment to five thousand laborars, all of
whom receive fair prices for their labor, and
although I have no interest whatever in the
manufieture of salt, I cannot but feel a deep
interest in the question. In behalf, therefore,
of this great body of meritorious citizens, I
ask for such continued protection of salt as
will secure them steady employment and re-
nnmerative wages.

The present duty upon salt is as follows : on
salt in bulk, and on all rock salt or mineral
sult, eighteen cents per one hundred pounds ;
on salt in sacks twenty-four cents per one
hundred pounds.  The duty of eighteen cents
per one hundred pounds is equivalent to fifty
cents and four mills on the quantity known
in conuneree as a barrel of salt containing two
huntdved and cighty pounds, being five statute
hushels of (ifty-six pounds each. On salt in
sneks it is twenty-four cents per one hundred
pounds, but the additional six cents is the
duty on the sack and not on the salt, there
being no other du;.'{' on a sack containing salt.
I read from an afidavit made by Samuel R.
5t. John, a highly respectable merchant of
New York city, sworn to on the Gth of
February, 1872, and presented to the Com-
mittee of Ways and Means, for the purpose
of showing the ad valorem duty at foreign
valuation of the better kinds of ¥oreigu salt :

*“I turther state that the present duty on
foreign salt, of eighteen cents per one hun-
dred pounds, is equivalent only to an ad ca-
torem duty on the better kinds of foreign salt,
as follows : on Ashton salt, foreign valuation
about thirty-seven per cent., valuation or cost
to the importer in New York, about thirty
per cent. ; on Marshall’s and other fine sack
salt, foreign valuation about fifty-two per
cent., valuation or cost in New York about
thirty-nine per cent. Of these kinds of salt,
the annual importation is from two million
five hundred thousand to three million bush-
els, nearly one quarter of the total imports of
forcign salt into the United States.”

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit to the House
that the duty upon salt cannot be considered
as above the revenue standard, and will bear
comparison with the duties imposed upon
other imported goods,

The salt manufacturers of the United States
have been denounced over and over again as
greedy monopolists, and the import duty on
salt as a crime against civilization, The im-
porters of foreign salt have been unscrupulous
in both their assertions and their figures, and
have succeeded in creating an intense preju-
dice in the public mind against the domestic
producers of the article.

I propose, Mr, Speaker, to hriely refer to
some of the charges thus mle, and to show
their falsity. It is said that the salt manufae-
turers of the United States are a parcel of
grasping monopolists,  Nothing is more re-
pulsive to the American mind than the wlea
of monopoly. But is salt manufacturing a
monopoly ?  Salt in some form, either as sa-
line waters or crude mineral, is found in every
one of our States and Territories, and never
has been sought in vain in any of these lo-
calities. Throughout the interior various
springs, lakes, and ruuh hold it in copious
aolution. Indeed, the supply secms to be
universal and inexhnustible, not only in the
United States, but in all parts of the known
world. Our salt manufacturers do not en-
gross and control these atu(lx:ullou! FeSOUrces,
nor is it in the nature of things that they
should be able to doso. No law, either State
or national, prohibits anybody from investing
his capital or his labor in the making of salt,
Senator Chandler, of Michigan, stated in the
Renate s few days ago that the hest salt lands
at Saginaw, Miuf:i,mu, could be purchased at
five dollars per acre! The business, there-
fore, is open to the freest possible competi-
tion among our own citizens. Those alremly
in this field of industrial enterprise have no
advantage over their fellow-countrymen, ex-
cept that of prior organization, skill, experi-
ence, and established patronage. This ad-
vantage, however, is nothing more than be-
longs to every other pursuit.

But, Mr. Speaker, there is a sharp competi-
tion among the domestic producers of salt, as
the fiets will prove. The salt produced in the
United States annually is about 20,000,000
bushels, OF this the Onondaga Salt Company
supplies 8,500,000 bushels ; Michigan supplies
4,000,000; Ohio and West Virginia supply
6,000,000 bushels ; and the balance of 1,500,-
000 bushels is supplied by small works in other

parts of the country. is shows a competi-
tion  the d tic prod But in
addition to all this we have a fi

oreign
competition. More than one-third of the sal
consumed in the United States is supplied by
foreign companies notwithstanding the pres-
ent tarii. annual consumption of salt in
the United States is 32,000,000 bushels, and
of this amount 12,000,000 bushels are
by importation. I assert, then, without fear
0; contradiction, that the preseut tarifi’ has
secured no monopoly to the American pro-
ducers of salt. T X

1t is said, Mr. Speaker, t presen

duty on salt _is odious and very burdensome
to the people. Let us see what this enor-
mous burden is, The average annual con-
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|I|mulrrui and eighty pounds it follows that
| the cost of salt to each person yearly is thirty-
one cents and four mills.  Now, conceding
that the consumer pays the duty upon salt,
let us see what this burdensome tax is. The
amount of revenue derived by the United
States for the year 1370 upon foreign salt was
£1,250,000 in round numbers, The population
of the United States bemg about forty mil-
liom, it follows that the tax imposed upon the
consumers of salt by reason of the tarill’ on
l]l:’l! article, nccording to the free trade the-
orists, is three cents and one mill to each
person annually ! What an oppressive bur-
den to earry, to be sure! This, too, is the
*erime against civilization’ we hear so much
about, This is the * odious,” ** iufamous,”
and * pernicions” tax which keops the people
from consuming as much sall as they would
do if salt were admitted free of duty. Such
is the mole-hill which interested motives can
magnify into a mountain.  The opponents
of protection really care nothing about the
salt duty, because it i the duty on salt, but
because its repeal embodies an end to be
gained, a legislative admission and indorse-
ment of the idea that it is wrong to protect
home industry by national law,

It is charged against the manufacturers of
salt at Syracuse that they are making enorm-
ous protits, A circular issued by the Free
Trade League alleses that the taritf annually
puts 210,000,000 intn the pockets of Ameri-
can salt producers. Dut the truth is they
sell annually only twenty million bushels, or
four million barrels, at a price not exceeding
two dollars a barrel, making their gross re-
ceipts only #8,000,000 3 that is 32,000,000 less
than the Free Trade League tells us are the
annual profits of the salt monopolists of the
United States,

But, Mr, Speaker, it is hardly necessary for
me to consume the time of the House by ex-
posing the falsehoods resorted to by the ene-
mies of protection in relation to the duties on
salt.  The real question to be decided by this
House is, whether salt, like other industrial
interests of the United States, shall continue
to receive the fostering aid of Govermuent,
It is estimated by competent anthority that
the amount of fixed eapital invested in the
manufacture of =alt in the United States is,
in round numbers, £15,000,000, 1t is a pecu-
liarity of this property that it depreciates
rapidly from use, and cven more when lying
ille. To be kept in good operative order it
requires a systemof constant partial renewal,
A few years of compulsory disuse would de-
stroy tfm largest part of its value. Yet the
enemies of protection propose by the repeal
of the duty on salt to put in jeopardy the
whole of this investment, much of which its
owners have made upon the invitation and
encouragenient contained in the taritl legis-
lation of 1561 and since,

If' it be said that the producers of American
salt can stand a considerable reduction of the
duty upon that article, aml yet coutinue the
business, T reply that those who entertain
that belief are laboving under a delusion. I
here assert what T most religiously believe
that any material reduction of the duty will
compel the domestic producers to close their
works and discharge the lifteen thousand men
who now find steady and profitable employ-
ment in the manufacture of salt, They are not,
only exposed to competition from salt hrought
here from Liverpool and Turk’s Island, but
also from Goderich. The salt resources of
Goderich are ample to furnish the whole United
States and the whole world,  Salt is produced
there with cheap labor and fuel at eighty-five
cents per barrel.  Transportation, as we are
informed, wi wi only from ten to forty cents
to all the lake ports in the United States.
Withdraw the protection which the duty on
salt affords the American producer, and the
time will soon arrive when American salt
must yield the markets of the United States
to Canadian salt,

I need not ask the House whether it s the
true policy of the United States to rely upon
other countries for our supply of salt. We
may nol always remain nt peace.  We have
been involved in four wars within the past
century, amd may be involved in as many more
during the next. If the coming of war should
find us buying our salt abroad instead of mak-
ing it at home, we cannot expect to escape the
panic and distress, the high prices and priva-
tions which on that account were precipitated
upon this country at the commencement of the
rebellion. Une or two years of prices doubled
or trebled by a great searcity in the presence
of a great demand, would take from lllu: pock-
ets of the people far more than the protective
duty suflicient to establish and maintain an
ample supply of home-made salt, besides gain-
ing the employment which the domestic indus-
tries would atford to domestic labor. Had the
North, in our civil strugele, been as destitute
as the South was of salt manulictories, her
population would have sulfered even more
severely than they did, bothin purse amd pri-
vation. The possession of the muchanaligned
salt-works at Syracuse is all that saved a large
gection of the North from all the miseries ol a
salt famine of some continuance,  1sit worth
while for the people of this comntry to run the
risk of a like contingency for the paltry con-
sideration, spurious in its supposed realities,
of saving three cents and one mill per year
to each person ?

WOOL.

Mr. Speaker, I feel a greal interest as to
how wool shall be cared tor in any revision of
the tarifl’ which may take place. A portion
of my constituents are lnrgely engnged in the
wool-growing business, and they are looking
with much anxiety to see what action Con-
gress may Llake in the premises. 1 hope the
resent duty upon wool will not be disturbed,
for I believe it is well adapted to promote the
growth and development of wool-zrowing, nd
also the interests of consumers, and the public
revenue. The growth of wool in this country
is of national importance, amnd no industrial
interest is more entitled to the protection and
fostering care of the Government,

The present duty upon wool, enacted in
1867, was assented to by the woolen manu-
facturers of the United States, as appears by
a letter from Hon. E, B, Bigelow, late presi-
dent of the National Association of Wool
Manufacturers, dated December, 16, 1571, and
addressed to Hon, Hewry 8, Randall, presi-
dent of the Wool-Growers' Association of the
United States, * . . .

There are many reasons why the present
duty upon wool is necessary, 1t i= an interest
worthy of preservation, and must not be dis-
turbed. If the manufacturers of woolen goods
expect to sustain themselves they must stand
side by side with the wool-growers of the
country, and not make war upou so iwport-
ant an interest.,

Mr. Duell then read from the report of the
second joint convention of the wool-growers
and wool-manufacturers of the United States,
at Syracuse, New York, Decomber 20, 1571,
made by John L, Hayes, Esq., to that con-
vention, showing the present condition of
the wool-growing intevest in the United
States, and giving many unanswerable rea-
sons why the present tariti upon wool should
not be disturbed ; and in conclusion said :

Ilay down the proposition that frequent
changes of legislation on any subject are mis-
chievous, ey argue a want of wisdom,
stability, and good judgment in our law-
makers, and breed contempt for the authority
of their enactments, Frequent changes of
laws render it impossible }ur the people to
be familiar with their requirements or to re-

them as unchangeable rules of action,
demanding their observance ; sl more inju-
rious than all are changes of that class of
laws which affect dim\-lgrlor indirectly their
pursuits and occupations. It has been truly
said that nothing is more detrimental to the
interests of labor than to invite it by legisin-
tion into a i chaunel, and then to

sumption of salt in the United States is about * dure

prostrate it by abandoning it to a competition
which, owing to ¢ircumstances, it cannot ¢n-




